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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 26-33,37-40, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kondo et al. (6185487). 

For claims 29,30,32,33,40, Kondo discloses a method of releasing a vehicle to a 
renter of the vehicle. Kondo discloses receiving data from a user through a 
communication device 38 that is external and separate from the vehicle. The central 
management system is 28. See column 5, lines 5-6. The central management system 
authorizes release of the vehicle, see column 5, lines 10-12. An authorization signal is 
sent from the central management system 28 to the local computer of the vehicle, see 
column 7, lines 3-6. 

For claim 31 , access is in part granted based on the authorization signal being 
received by the local computer, because once that happens the car is moved to a 
location for the renter to gain access to the vehicle. 

For claims 37,38, see column 3, lines 26-40. 

For claim 39, Kondo discloses that user specific data is obtained at an earlier 
time. The recitation that the type of data is credit card information or driver's license 
information is considered to be non-functional descriptive material that does not serve to 
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distinguish over Kondo. Data is data and specifying the type of data saved will not 
serve as a limitation to define over the prior art. In re Gulack, 217 USPQ 401 (CAFC 
1983) 

For claims 26-28, the central management system is 28 and the user interface is 
38. The local computer 48 is in wireless communication with the central management 
system. Kondo is capable of and discloses the claimed functional language on how the 
system operates. Patentable weight has been given to the method limitations to the 
extent that the prior art must be capable of the claimed function, in this case Kondo also 
discloses the same functionality. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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5. Claims 34,35, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo et al. (6185487) in view of Bishop et al. (4965821). Kondo discloses the 
invention substantially as claimed. 

For claims 34,35, Kondo does not disclose the use of phone lines (cellular) for 
the transmission of the data from the central management system to the local computer 
(but Kondo does disclose that data is transferred between the two). Bishop discloses a 
car rental system where the transfer of data involved in the processing of the rental 
transaction is accomplished by the use of cellular phone lines. Data is transferred from 
the vehicle to a central management system. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use cellular phone lines to 
transmit the data from the central management system to the local computer. The 
transmission of the data is disclosed by Kondo and in view of Bishop one of ordinary 
skill in the art would easily recognize that cellular phone lines could be used. 

6. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kondo 
et al. (6185487) in view Hertz (www2.hertz.com). Kondo discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed. 

For claim 36, Kondo does not disclose that data can be entered through the use 
of an Internet browser. Hertz discloses that the Internet can be used and has been 
used to take reservations for vehicle rentals. This allows one to reserve a vehicle in 
advance. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to allow a potential customer to reserve a vehicle over the Internet 
(store reservation in central management system). 

7. Claims 1,2,8,16-25, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Murakami et al. (6253980) in view of Kaman (5660246) and further in view of 
Business Solutions article (January 1998). 

For claims 1,2,8,16-18, Murakami discloses a system and method for renting a 
vehicle 16 to a renter. The system has a central management system 12. The vehicles 
inherently will have original equipment glass. The local computer is 18 and is in 
wireless communication with the central management system, see column 1 1 , lines 24- 
35. Murakami discloses that the vehicle has a user interface attached to the inside of 
the window. The user interface is accessible by the user from outside the vehicle 
through the window glass. The user enters data into the interface and the local 
computer determines whether or not vehicle access is to be granted. See column 20, 
lines 51-55. Murakami does not disclose that the interface is a touch screen associated 
with the window. Murakami also discloses in column 7, lines 8-17, that when the 
customer is entering information, it may be by way of a "keyboard, touch screen, 
mouse, or other suitable user interface" . 

Kaman discloses a vehicle access controller that controls access to a vehicle to 
be rented to an authorized person. The system of Kaman is very similar to that of 
Murakami because both control access to the vehicle for the purpose of renting the 
vehicle. Kaman discloses that the vehicle access controller can be "any device 
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structured for determining indicia of identity of a prospective vehicle user (e.g. a 
keyboard, a magnetic card reader, a key card reader, a fingerprint scanner, or a retinal 
scanner). Where the access control device 28 is a keypad or card reader, the indicia of 
the identity may be an access code." One of ordinary skill in the art reading Kaman 
would understand that the type of user interface used in the system of Murakami could 
be varied. 

"Business Solutions" discloses the concept of providing a user interface to be 
used by a consumer/customer, where the interface is a touch screen that is attached to 
the inside of a window. The user can interact with the interface from the side of the 
window opposite the touch screen (such as from the outside of a closed business 
establishment with a window utilizing a touch screen). This type of structure (touch 
screen on the inside of the window but still usable through the window) is useful 
because it eliminates worries about vandals, weather, or contaminants. It also allows a 
user to interact with the interface while using gloves, tools, pointers, or other styluses. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide Murakami with another type of user interface because it 
is recognized in Kaman that the type of user interface for the vehicle can be "any device 
structured for determining indicia of identity of a prospective vehicle user (e.g. a 
keyboard, a magnetic card reader, a key card reader, a fingerprint scanner, or a retinal 
scanner). One of ordinary skill in the art would be aware that a keyboard, magnetic 
card reader, key card reader, fingerprint scanner, retinal scanner, are possible choices 
of an interface from the disclosure of Kaman as well as being aware that Murakami 
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discloses interfaces such as a keyboard, touch screen, mouse, etc.. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a 
touch screen as the interface that is attached to the window of Murakami so that the 
advantages of this type of touch screen that are disclosed by "Business Solutions" can 
be obtained (eliminates worries about vandals, weather, or contaminants, also allows a 
user to interact with the interface while using gloves, tools, pointers, or other styluses). 
Murakami already discloses the attachment of a user interface to the window and the 
touch screen interface of "Business Solutions" is disclosed as being an interface that is 
especially advantageous for use with windows. 

For claims 19,20, Murakami does not disclose what is claimed. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
display rental terms to a renter as claimed so that there is no doubt that the terms of the 
contract have been agreed upon by the renter. Having a renter confirm rental terms 
more than once eliminates any chance of error. 

For claims 21-24, when the user is prompted to enter information at the user 
interface (such as having to enter a PIN number) it is considered obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to tell the user what data is needed (i.e. "please enter PIN 
number"). 

8. Claims 3-7,9-15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murakami et al. (6253980) in view of Kaman (5660246) in view of Business Solutions 
article (January 1 998) and further in view of Redmayne (5650597). 
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The above 103 combination does not disclose the features of claims 3-7,9-15. 

Redmayne discloses a touch sensor that is useful with windows and discloses 
the limitations claimed in claims 3-7,9-15. The sensor provides numerous advantages 
to prior art touch sensors. See column 2, lines 10-20. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the touch sensor as is disclosed by Redmayne as the touch 
sensor on the window of Murakami, so that the advantages/benefits of this type of touch 
sensor can be obtained in Murakami. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 703-308-2262. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 703-308-2702. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




DENNIS RUHL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



